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Rev. Mr. Charles Willats, CIC. 


mon with the ſpirit of a chri® T7 
. ſtian, free from any prejudice; 
1 85 as I know nothing at all of 
15 your character, nor have any 
Pi 0 intereſt or views to biaſs my 
mention againſt the ſtrength of evidence, 


9: Bi Neither have I heard with what jever:ty 
your diſcourſe was treated by the honourable 
oper. Yet, I am humbly of opinion, that 
i might meet with cenſure, at the ſame time 
dat is was attended to with the ſpirit of a 

chriſtian, — | 
As to your TI TIE, The Religion of 
Nature, which is now ſet up in oppoſi- 
B tion 


* 


* 


. 
« tion to the Word of God, proved to be 
«© a mere Ipou from the very text that 
has been fo often produced in its favoyr:” 
as to this your title, Sir, I will take the li- 
berty to remark, that none of thoſe, to whom Wl * | 
you ſeem to refer, have been for ſetting up * ; 
- the religion of nature in oppoſition to the 4 f 
word of God. Nor, do I believe, that any 
man will ever be able to ſhew, that the re- « , 
ligion of nature can be made to ſtand in op- 
poſition to the word of God. 9 « | 
If any have made the attempt, it ſeem to 5 
have been Mr. Charles Willats, M. A. who, © 
by his Afize Sermon preached in York-Min- Wl © | 
ſter, July 8, 1744. would have us ſuppoſe, Wl * | 
that he has given the true ſenſe of the reli. 
gion of nature, when he tells us, p. 6. © that | 
© it is plain from almoſt every page in the Wl © 
* Bible, that after the days of Moſes, till the M 
** coming of Chriſt, there was not a ſingle Wl © | 
“ nation under heaven, the Fews only er- 
e cepted, that either knew or worſhipped the 
* true God]; and how it was poſſible for thoſe, 
t who knew not God, to do the great things 
contained in the law of God, it will require 
more philoſophy, I believe, than even 
e theſe great men are maſters of, to ſhew. 
* And who alſo ſays, that St. Paul himſci 
te never once dreamed of this boaſted law fi 
« nature, that is ſaid to be written in meng 
e hearts; and that thoſe learned men who; 
e have urged this paſſage (to wit, Rom. il. 144 
Cx. G N 15. 


A 


[3-) 


© ® 15.) as a ſtrong proof of it, did only dream 
at «ſo, is What I ſhall now endeavour to 
= i prove,” P. 6. 


li- Your manner of proof is, that if the 
m © original Greek had been pointed right, 
up Wl © 7. 18. by placing the comma after enn, in- 
he Wl © ſtead of before it, and then literally 
« tranſlated, ben the Gentiles, which have 
« not the law by nature, DO the things con- 
« tained in the law; the words had been 
«* ſtrong and beautiful, and the ſenſe of them 
plain and obvious: there had been no room 
for miſtaking St. Paul's meaning, nor the 
ſeaſt ſhadow of an argument to be drawn 
from them in favour of the law of na- 
* ture,” 

You afterwards ay, that the Fews, indeed, 
* were born under the law, and ſo they had 
© the law by nature, that is, from their very 
birth, which the Gentiles had not,” p. 19. 
And p. 20. you ſay, * that you verily think 
it would be the height of abſurdity to af- 
firm of the beſt Jews that ever lived, that 


ng © they did by nature the things contained in 
une che law. But to affirm this of the Gen- 
vel tiles, if there be degrees of impoſſibility, 
ew, 


7d ſurely the very fir/t-born of contradic- 

tions, and that whether they were con- 
" yerted to Chriſt or -not.”—And what is 
jet a more remarkable paſſage, if poſſible, 
" Paul, you ſay, (p. 16.) “ was fo far from 
* once thinking of this bead law of nature, 
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(4) 
ee fo far from ſpeaking one ſingle word in its 
« favour, ſo fr from aſſerting that the in- 
e viſible things of God could ever be diſcover- 
« ed by the bare light of it, that he not only af. 
&*. firms over and over, that the Gentiles new 
e not God; but moreover proves too, that they 
* never could have known him, unleſs God, in 
* his infinite mercy, had firſt ſent his apoſtles 
* topreach and reveal him unto them.“ 

Upon the whole, it appears plain, that 
you would be underſtood to mean, that the 
Gentile or Heathen world, from the time of 
| Moſes to the coming of Chriſt, were without 
a law of nature, or without any knowledge 
of God, or of his will, and therefore abſolute- 
ly incapable of obſerving a law. 

In anſwer to your reaſoning, if I may with- 
out offence call it ſo, I would make ſome ob- 
ſervations; as, * 
I. Allowing your pointing of the text, of 
which you ſeem fond, it will afford no fup- 

rt to your new ſcheme, for reading it 
thus that the Gentiles kad not the law by na- 
ture; we mult conſider St. Paul is addreffing 
the unconverted Few, and telling bim, that 
though he had an expreſs and explicite edi- 
tion of the law, even a dritten law, which 
the Gentiles had not, who had only the light 
of nature, yet, ſays he, when zheſe Gentiles 
do the things contained in the law, theſe hav- 
ing not the law, are a law unto themſelves : 


which ſhew the work of the law w in 
| * ther 


(5) 
frir hearts, their conſcience alſo bearing wit- 
neſs, and their thoughts the mean while ac- 
uſing, or excufing one another. | 


Let us examine how your ſenſe will. ſup- 
port the reputation of St. Paul, as a reaſoner, 
and as a great Maſter of addreſs. '** For 
« when the Gentiles, already converted to 
© chriſtianity, which have not the law by 
© nature, do the things contained in the law, 
* theſe having not the law, are a law unto 
« themſelves: which ſhew the work of the 
« law written in their hearts, their con- 
« ſcience alſo bearing witneſs, and their 
* thoughts, in the mean while, accuſing, 
or excuſing one another.” A parenthe/is, 
intended to explain, the propoſitions already 
aid down concerning the unenkghtened Gen- 
tiles. But has no ſenſe or meaning at all, if 
underſtood of converted Gemiles. How 
would this deſcription of converted Gentiles 
be brought in to cenſure the infidel Fews ? 
Or how would it ſhew, that the Few was 
evilty of more aggravated crimes from his 
greater light, as is the apoſtle's argument, 
wr, 17, 18, &c. where he tells the Jew of 
his greater privileges? Can it enter into the 
heart of man, that St. Paul could oppoſe the 
greater light of the infidel Jeu, to the ſer light 
of the converted Gentile?— If, Sir, you had 
ſpared your ſneer.on that man, whom you will 
never equal, I mean Mr. Locke,* and had 

| been 


, © Pat's. 


fem 


„ 


66) 
been a little directed by him, he would have 


given you a much more rational comment on 
your text, than you have given. But, for 


fear you ſhould not have read him, I will 


give you his ſenſe, which is as follows, 
e For, when the Gentiles, who have no 
e poſitive law given them by God, do by the 
direction of the light of nature, obſerve 
« or keep to the moral rectitude contained 
<* in the poſitive law given by God to the 
« Iſraelites, they being without any poſitive 
law given them, have, nevertheleſs, a law 
« within themſelves: and ſhew the rule of 
«© the law written on their hearts,” &c, 
Here is ſomething like ſenſe and reaſoning 
preſerved ; but in your ſcheme, there a 
a great, a lamentable defect in both. Fot, 
That St. Paul can mean no other than the 
unconverted Gentiles, is evident from the words 
themſelves, as well as from the context; ſince 
he has aſſerted, that God will render to every 
man according to bis deeds, To the Few firſt, 
and alſo to the Gentile. And that there 1s 
no reſpect of perſons with God: but as 10 
as have finned without law, ſhall alſo periſh wit 
out law : and as many as have ſinned in, or un- 
der the lau, ſhall be judged by the law. Tbe a- 
poſtle can mean noother in your text, than Gen- 
tiles who were without any expreſs law: Gen- 
tiles, under the light of nature, and leſs privileg- 
ed than the Je. Gentiles, who ſhall be judged 
according to their works, under the * 
1gnt 


. 
light that they enjoyed ; Gentiles, who ſhewed 
by their conſcious principle, that they were 
the proper ſubjefs of the "inal ju 


== 2 A. 


But upon your ſcheme, Sir, ay <7 
from Moſes to Jeſus, were abſolutely * 
ble of rewards and puniſhments; for 
there is no law, there can be no tranſgreſſion. 
But St. Paul has conſidered them as equally 
concerned insthe final judgment with the Ye Few. 

Il. I would obſerve, that the very contrary 
of what you aſſert, concerning St. Paul's opi- 
nion of the matter, appears to be the truth; 
though you tell us, pag. 17. © of as plain a 
« demonſtration as any in Euclid.” For St, 
Paul is ſo far from not having faid one 
ſingle word in favour of the light of nature, 
he is ſo far from aſſerting that the inviſible 
things of God could never be diſcovered by the 
bare light of it; that he declares they might. And 
he mentions it as an aggravation of the guilt 
of the moſt idolatrous and vicious heathens, 
Chap. i. 19. 20, 21. Becauſe that which may 
be known of God is MANIFEST in them ; for 
God hath ſbeued it unto them. For, the 
invifible things of him the creation of the 
world are — 2 — being —— 
by the things that are made, even his eternal 
Power — Godbead ; fo that . they are with- 
out excuſe :--- becauſe, chat when they knew God, 
they glorified him not as Gad, neither were thank- 
ful — ver. 25. they changed the truth of God 
into 4 lie 2 28. they did not like to re- 
tain 
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= (8) 
tain God in their knowleage.---- And, wer, 32. 
Who knowing the judgment of God, nat only 
commit ſuch vile abominations, but take pla- 
ſure in them that do them, ... 

Could the apoſtle, think you, Sir, have 
ſaid any thing more the reverſe of what you 
would have made him fay ? Did you con- 
ſult him, when you was led to aſſert, that-$t, 
Paul ſays, the inviſible things of Gad 


could never have been known by the light of 


nature ?----Your aſſerting that St. Paul is 
ſpeaking in your text, of Gentiles converted 
to chriſtianity, is moſt plainly a brat of your 
own imagination; and a firft-born contradic- 
tion (as you phraſe it) to common ſenſe. 
St. Paul knew infinitely better how to reaſon, 
than you would teach him. He own'd he 
| ſaw, that the very worſt heathens acted 

againſt the light of evidence, that they might 
have 4nown God if they would; and that all 
of them ſhewed they were under a law to God, 
by their conſciences, either excufing or accuſing 
them, as they conformed or not to the light 
of nature, or the diſcoveries which they had 
of the divine perfeQtions.--- Pray, Sir, where 
does St. Paul ſay any thing like what you 
would make him ſay? Surely your mind 
muſt have been filled with ſome emulation 
which blinded your judgment. I ſhould 
imagine you wanted to exceed Warburton 
in your new diſcovertes ! If ſo, you need not 
be diſcouraged ; for I can aſſure you, upon 


very 


S8. 2 „„ 


th 


(9) 3 
very good foundation, that you are as likely to 
ſupport your new ſenſe, as Mr. Warburton is 
to prove the divine legation of Moſes, from his 
eſtabliſhing a divine polity, on an excluſion of 
all regards to a future fiate.—Y ou, Sir, may be 
as well able to prove it reconcileable to the 
perfetions of God, that the heathen world 
from Moſes to Chriſt ſhould be the ſubjects 
of the final judgment, though. they had zo 
law, no capacity, no opportunity of knowing 
God | 


III. I would obſerve, that you ſeem. to 
have miſtaken St. Paul, in concluding from 
the ſtrong and general deſcription given of the 
Gentiles in the firſt chapter and elſewhere, 
that there were no Gentiles but what were ſo 
corrupted : you might as well have concluded 
from the accounts given, by the Prophets, of 
thegeneral corruption and idolatry of the Zews, 
that there were no good men among them: 
Or from.the deſcription of the Ante-diluvian 
world, that there was no one that was found 
perfect or righteous before God, though Noab 
is an expreſs exception. Your miſtake is 
too glaring not to be ſeen by any careful reader 
of his bible. But you ſeem to be too much 
under a like prejudice with our Lord's 
apoſtles, when they firſt entered upon their 
public miniſtrations, particularly St. Peter, 
who imagin'd, that none of the Gentiles 
could know God, or be accepted of 1 2 

C at 


(1007 
but when he comes to Cornelius, he then de 
clares his conviction of their being capable, 
from the light of nature, of tk thoſe 
things contained in the law; for 


lays, 
Of a truth 1 perceive that God is no r. 

Ger of perſons : but in every nation, be who 
feareth God, and worketh righteouſneſs, is at- 
cepted with him. Than which, nothing tan 
more ſtrongly expreſs his ſenſe of God's having 
not left himſelf without witneſs, in Fang men 

e 


rain and fruitful ſeaſons, filling their 
with food and gladneſs, and enabling all men 
to ſee, that they are God's off-ſpring. And 
what you will ſay to Socrates, Plato, Epitte- 
tus, and many other Gentiles, I do not pre- 
tend to know,— 

I confeſs, I am not able to reconcile with 
the known perfections of God, his bringing 
into being any one individual, of the human 

family, under an unavoidable neceſſity of mil- 
taking the way to happineſs, On the con- 
trary, this, I humbly conceive, is as certain & 
truth, as that there is a God, [that is to lay, 
a being of abſolute perfection] viz. that he 
cannot, by any purpoſe of his own mind, 
have willed the final miſery of any one of his 
creatures. And this ſeems to be as plainly 
demonſtrable, Sir, as any propoſition in Eu- 
clid : ſince he, as an unchangeably wiſe and 
good being, cannot have deſigns or purpoſes 
the rever/e of . wiſdom and goodneſs; but the 
Ge 3 decreeing 
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2 
decreeing or purpoſing the final miſery of any 
part of his creation, would be abſolutely irre- 
concileable with unchangeable wiſdom and: 
goodneſs; therefore, no ſuch decree or purpoſe . 
can poſſibly have place in the Divifdemind. Such 
contradictions and repugnances cannot be at- 
tributed to the all- perfect God, without in- 
curring the guilt of b/afþhemy, in the very 
worſt ſenſe of the term. It is to think and 
ſpeak reproachfully of God, and by an in- 
dubitable conſequence, it may be concluded, 
that he has never brought into being one in- 
dividual of his moral creation, or of the hu- 
man family, under circumſtances, that would 
make his final miſery unavoidable, 

If, therefore, parents have abuſed and per- 
rerted the inſtructions of the light of nature, 
of reaſon, or of a more expreſs revelation, it 
does not follow that their off- ſpring have not 
ſuficient light afforded them to guide them in 
the way to happineſs ; or that it muſt not be 2 
work of time and labour in them, as it had 
been of their guilty parents, to ſtifle the force 
of evidence, and to fan habitually againſt the 
ght of conſcience, For although a wicked 
prent may inhumanly prejudice his child 
ery early againſt the light of evidence, yet 
It is not in his power ſo to deface the impreſ- 
bons of morabtruth, as to make it evident to 
tis child, (when at the uſe of reaſon) that 
(ruelty is more amiable than compaſſion, ten- 

C 2 dierneſi 


— 


(12) 
derneſi and pity; that bitter is more pl 
to the taſte than ſweet] or that ligt is not 
more deſirable and lovely than datkneſt 
There is, therefore, a wwo belongs to ſuch, 
that even under the light of nature, put 
good for evil; and the law written on the 
hearts of men, by the voice of the God of 
nature, will either accuſe or excuſe, as men 
are purſuing or oppoſing what is reaſonable 
Eo ran | ( 
It is not probable that the Father of men 
ſhould have 4% compaſſion on ſuch as are 
the off-ſpring of wicked parents, becauſe of 
their inbumane and cruel negle& of them. It 
is not to be ſuppoſed, that the young lions, 
who roar after their prey, ſhould. have their 
meat from God; and yet that he ſhould not 
expreſs a paternal care about the off-ſpring of 
the moſt ſavage men. His Spirit will ſtrive 
with men, and not ſuffer any to be loſt for 
want of ſuitable admonitions— 
That Spirit, which appeared in all the 
grandeur of power, and wiſdom, and goodnt/s, 
bearing teſtimony to the revelation of God's 
will by Jesus, cannot ſurely be unmindful 
of the children of men, who are all equally, by 
nature, God's off-ſpring. Nor will the Spi 
rit of God refuſe to impart underſtanding 
to thoſe. ſouls which he has made, till me 
have rejected the evidences of truth et | 
fore them, and are determined to trample up 
on all conviction, | Some 
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C3) 
Something like this, muſt ſurely be the 
condition of all mankind ; for the evidences 
of deity muſt got the earth, and their 
words unto the end of the world. Whereas 
your new 'light, Sir, has ſpread an hateful 


glom over the family of God on earth, and 


teflects great diſhonour on the Father of 
men.— | b. de 
What muſt men think of the providence 
of God, who ſuppoſe you have hit upon 
the truth in your ſermon? Will they be able 
to adore the univerſal bounty and compaſſion 
of God, in providing for the bodily, the tem- 
ral wants and neceſſities of all men; but 
— left himſelf without witneſs, with re 
to thoſe notices of his will, that concern 
mens virtue, and final happineſs, except the 
little ſpot of Judea for 1400 years; and thoſe 
places of the world where chriſtianity has 
been received in its purity, for 1700 years 
more ) — Will not men rather call in queſtion 
the care and goodneſs of the Creator? and 
reckon that you have paid a very diſagreeable 
compliment to the goſpel diſpenfation.— 
IV. It is evident from the expreſs declara- 
tions of our Lord, and from the ſucceſs of 
the goſpel in its firſt publication, that your 


ſenſe of your text is a mfaken one; fince no 


man could come to Jeſus, except the Father 
who ſent him drew ſuch perſon; which, 
ſurely, could not mean any impulſive force 


Or 


: 
| 
. 

: 

' 
: 
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| (24) 
or violenee offered ta ſuch as came; ſor then ( 
it will be found difficult to ſhew a reaſon, nr 


conſiſtent with the fatherly goodneſs of God, 
why he did not draw all men to him; with- Wl Go 


out exception; and why a// that heard the be 
goſpel did not embrace it.— But it is intelli. us, 
gible, and eaſily to be accounted for, from br 
the underſtanding this drawing to intend, Wl 14 
mens greater integrity and honeſty in attend- Wl this 


ing to the evidences of truth, which led WM :pp 
them to embrace the goſpel, whilſt others WM has 
were more obſtinate and careleſs, and would 
not ſuffer truth a hearty reception. And no- = 
thing is more evident than that men muſt 
firſt be perſuaded of the being and perfeRtions 
of God, before they could regeive the evi» ¶ not 
denee of Chriſt's being the San of God. at 
Where this was nat the caſe, i. e. where med 0% 
did not like to retain God in their knowledge, 
Chriſt among the Jeus, and his goipel com- peal 
ing among the Gentiles, was a light ſhining ill ccitf 
in darkneſi, and the darkneſs camprehended it il fil « 
not. And although God was found of tha WM ind 
nations who ſought him not, and manifeſted I « th 
unto them who aſked not after him, Row. Wl nd 
x. 20. yet this makes no difficulty in the Wnt 
obſeryation, ſince tho the goſpel was prearh'd dpa 
to heathen nations without their aſking fqr it, Wl vit 
yet the reception it met with was among the de! 
Terayuers, the well-diſpoſed, or ſuch as would N vho 
attend to evidence, fee Act xiũ. * 1 
8 our 5 
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(15) TE 
v. Your ſcheme, ot new interpretation, ad 
it makes the chriſtian revelation 23/olurely me- 
ſary to the falvation of men; io it at the 
ſame time, renders us ntapabl᷑ of vindicatin 
the paternal charactet of deity, who has t 
us, that all fouls are bis; and that be would! 
lere all men de ſaved, and come to the HD- 
lage of the truth. Since, he has not made 
this revelation univerſal, it cannot be made 
ppear that God is ſo kind a Father, if he 


has left the greateſt part of the world. inca- 


| = of knowing him, ot of, attaining to 


ppineſs. 

Miſtake me not, Sir, I am far from ſay- 
ng or thinking that the goſpel-revelation is 
not an important bleſſing; I am perſuaded 
that it is the moſt fair, excellent,. and adore- 
tb diſplay of truth and mercy that ever 
was made to men ; but it is not meet that we 
peak thus wickedly for God, or talk fo de- 
citfully for him, as to repreſent him neglect- 
ful of his cteatures, or as ſuffering kingdoms 
and nations to remain for thouſands of years, 
# the Gentile world from Moſes to Chriſt, 
nd the uninlightened nations fince, who have 
dot had the goſpel, if none have. ever been 
apable of ſhewing the work of the law 
written on their hearts, but thoſe who had 
de knowledge of the /zw of Moſes, and others 
#ho have had the goſpel of Feſus— On 
be contrary, it appeats moſt 'ptobable, that 


men 


(as). 
men of all nations, and of all ages, have had 
the means of knowing God God, an of app pproving 
themſelves to him; thoug b in former diſpen- 
ſations it does not appear. nd did under- 
ſtand the extent. and compaſs of the divine 4 
vour intended for thoſe whom he will 
But notwithſtanding men. may have 4 
the means of their meet neſi for the divine ac- 
ceptance, and, I doubt not, have to this day, 
in the moſt ignorant nations; it does not 
hence follow, that the goſpel, which has 
brought life and Wee to the clear: 
light, is not an important bleſſing. I fr 
own, I know not how men in a land of leh 
and liberty, as ours is, can with ſafety te- 
ject the goſpel. Their refuſing the com-| 
fart and joy, with which the galpel does in- 
ſpire the ſincere chriſtian ; their treating 
with inſolence and contempt the moſt figiſh'd 
and divine character, and their 
queſtion a future ſtate of rewards and puniſh- 
ments, as ſome of them do, gives me great 
concern of mind about them. 
And it is my conſtant wiſh, chat thoſ 
who profeſs the religion of jeſus, were more 
conſiſtent chriſtians; that all impoſitions Ir 
conſcience, all proſtiturions of it, and of the 
ſacred memorial rite, were univerſally abhortec 
among proteſtants. For, till chriſtians ex 
reſs more of the ſpirit of Jeſus, ſhew th: 
bis . is not of this world, pay a gen 
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deference to the rights of conſcience, and are 
more humble and charirable; I expe& not 
any ſtop can be put to growth of enthuſiaſm 
and infidelity.— Nan 

VI. Your new light has limited the holy 
one of Vrael, as it has ſuppoſed him to be 
the God of the Jeus only during the time 
of their ſeparation, and not the God bf the 
Gentiles alſo. It is true, he dealt not fo with 
any nation as he did with them, giving ex- 

reſs ſtatutes and laws, as from mount Sinai; 
but he had his vicrgerent, conſcience, con- 
ſtantly as a witneſs to the actions of men. 
And, where men did not by violence ſtifle 
conſcience, it told them what was right, and 
what wrong, by excufing or accuſing. And 
although ſome great men have imagin'd with 
you, that by the light of nature men could 
not infer the immortality of the ſoul; yet 
{ much they could infer, that the more they 
ittended to the dictates of conſcience, they 
had the more eaſe of mind, and their con- 
fdence towards God did proportionably en- 
creaſe: fo that notwithftanding the darkneſs 
of Paganiſm, virtuous then would have ſach 
in hope towards God, as was ſuited to ſtreng- 
then their virtue, and eſtabliſh their integrity: 
and you have not yet prov'd that Fob was 
tot one of the Gentile world, that lived 
within the time that, you fay, no nation 
but the Jeus, either knew or „ 
| > 


- 
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the true God. What you ſay, may in a 
great meaſure be true of nations, and yet 
conſiderable numbers in each might attend 
to that good which God had maniſelll ſhewn 
them, viz. of doing juſtiy, huing much, 
and walking humbly with their G 
Great was the depravity of the Fewi/b na- 
tion in Elijab's time, when he thought him- 
ſelf the only true worſhipper, 1 "Kings xix..14. 
And if you take an impartial view of Ghriflen- 
dom, can you think that the corruptions are 
eſs enormous, or the immoralities 4% ſhock- 
ing than thoſe related by St. Paul. of the 
Gentile world? And will you from thence con- 
clude, that none have the law written on 
their hearts? You might as well make 
the concluſion — We ; il it is true, 
greater light, and the diſpenſation was intro- 
duced with miraculous impartments of ſpt- 
ritual gifts, but the inſpiration of the al- 
mighty has given all men underſtanding, in 
proportion to their wants, and their dil 
ſition to attend to evidence: Neither has 
Judaiſin nor Chriſtianity confined the evi- 
dences of Deity, or the notices of his will to 
Zews or Chriſtians. Which way this has been 
manifeſted, I ſhall not now minutely attend un- 
to; though knowledge has been undoubtedly 
conveyed by tradition, and much by an in- 
mediate aſſiſtance given to the labouring mind, 
in its enquiries. All light has come, ſome 
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wy or other, from the fauntain of light, 
d no man can be an accountable being, who 
has not had one talent that was improve- 
able. A 
VII. Vou throw an unjuſt reflexion on 
the greateſt, and moſt venerable defenders of 
the chriſtian revelation, by your very title. 
But had you better underſtood the religion of 
wture, than you ſeem to do, you would not 
have faid, that it has been ſet in oppoſition to 
the word of God. I would adviſe you to 
read, with care, and without prejudice, the 
immortal Dr. S. Clarke, Mr. Woolaſton, Dr. 
Sykes, Mr. Fackſon, and then, if you can, 
doubt of the connection that there is between 
wtural and revealed religion. The great 
mternal evidence of Chriſtianity, is, its 
rational, its moral, and hay doctrines and 
njunctions; its moſt* exalted * repreſenta- 
tion of the religion of nature; and the ten- 
lency its motives have to make men humble, 
rational and uſeful, And I will venture to 
ky, that the redemption by Feſus Chriſt, is 
never repreſented-'as"ta any effect, but as 
deres and 2 e to a 
iſengagement from all «worldly, ſenſual, and 
dall inclinations” or a a fixes 
the heart on truth, on God and goodneſs. 
To conclude, when you, Sir, think it ne- 
ary to publiſh your other "criticiſm upon 
228 another 
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